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HATURDAY, ,\|.'|.;|'.‘"T 5, 1854
SENATE.

Thie Benote wiet ot twelve o'clock.
A message was received from the House of Hepresenta-

tives by Me, Forney, thelr Clerk, announcing to the Seusts |
(hiat the Speaker of the House baving sigoed sundry on-
volled bitls, be had vrought them to the Senute for the sig-
nature of their President.

The PRESIDENT gero fewr. then signed the bills which
bk just heen reeedved from the House, and they were de-
livered to the comanltter, to e presented to the Presideat
of the United States,

The bill to relinguish to the St of Wisconsin the lands
reserved fur salt springs therein was received from the
House of Representatives, with an awendment, in wheh
the concurrence of the Senate wid requested. |

My, DODGE, o luwn, hoped the bill would be put upon |
il e o onee. 1t grauted no land, but simply allow- |
o the State to use cortain lands hevetofore granted for the |
benelit of the State University. e hoped the amendiment |
would be conenrved in.

!:Inx. HUNTER would checrfully conseat, if the vesolution |
sllowed it But the resolution which was adopted yester- |
dny provided that no legislitive tginess should Ve done
afier 4, e 10, Ol that day. a

Tha CHAIR put the question (o the Senate, who refused |
to net on the Lill. o

After gomte time, Mr. MORTON called the attention of the
Senate to the fuct that the pageaof the Houseof Representa-
lives bad received a more liberal cotpensution than thoge of |
the Senate. He was wware that under the resolution which
bad been adopied, this matter could not be reached in the |
ordinary way ; but he it would not be deemed out |
ul order for him o subinit & resolution to eoploy the Sen-
ate pages fn the folding-room for gixty days after the ad- |
journment of Unzrﬂ. at the usual rate of compensation |
which they. recelve us pages, = This was o matter pertaining |
oxclusively to the Senate, and bo thought it would not b
exeluded by the resolntion.

The ?RéSlDL‘lG OFFICER (Mr Peror in the chair)
stated it aa his opinion that the resolution could not be re-

ceived.

Mr. MORTON, in order to test the rense of the Senate,

l]lrhd from that decision, |

r, WELLER understood the rule to apply culy to that
kind of business which was legistutive in its character— |
which required the concnrrent action of the two houses of
(Gongress, 1 no motion except o motion to adjourn eonld
be entertained, how could the Senate proceed to the consld-
eration of executive business 7

Mr. BRIGHT #nid that the rule was distinet, us excluding
oll business; annd it wos of ne use W muke au effort Lo test
the question, as there was leas than a quorum present, and
lie ghould be compelled to call for n division.

Mr, WELLER replied, enforcing the position that legis-
lative business alone, which uired the action of bouth
houses, was intended to be excluded by the rule.

The CHAIR put the question, “Shall the decision of the
Chisir staud ws the judgmeng of the Senate v when

Mr. STUART, in order to dispese of the roatter, moved
to Iny the appeal on the able. |

CHASE said that no sueh matlon could be made, |
unter the resolution; nelther could an appeal be takeny at |
all,  The Senute could do nothing except adjowrn.

The matter then dropped.  Tnon few minutes a comnu-
nitation of an exeentive ehuructer was recelved from the
Preaident of the United States; whereupon,

Mr. WALKER moved that the Senate proceed to the
vonsiderntion of exeeutive buginess,

Mr, JONES, of Tennessce, nshed whether that motion
way in order?

The CHAIR decided that it was in order,

Nr. JONES, of Tennessee, remarked that the Chair coudd
decide as be pleased with perfect impunity, as au appeal
could not be taken.

The question being put, the wotion wus agreed to; and
afierremaining In executive seesion for nearly yn hour, the
senate adjourned until next Monday worning 4t 8 o'clock,
at which thae, o pursuance of the joint resolution, the
first segsion of the Thirty-third Congress will lerminat

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. i

The Houge met ot 10 o'clock, 4. w. f
Prayer by the chaplain of the Senate. |
There being only six members present, the vending of the |
junronl wae informally dispensed with, and l
The Speaker vacated ihe chair. |
At n quarter to eleven o'clock, shout twenty-five mem- |
bera being present, |
The SPEAKER signed sundry enrolled bills, and eaid |
i3 there would be wmore bills ready to sign at nooin, he would |
suggest that the House take o recess until one o'elock, !
pm. !
Mr, CLINGMAS, 1 hope there will e no abjection. |
There being no objection, the House ook o recess, |

1

The House met al one o'elock,

THE YETO MESSAGE.

Mr. PHILEIPS said the journal not litving been rend, he
did not know' whether the President's mesgage vetoing the i
river and harbor Bill was placed on the record ? |

The BPEAKER replied that ns it was received by the
House without ohjection, it wns recorded on the journal,
anid would lie on the talde.

¥, PEILLIPS said it woe well known that there was
no'fuarim presaud for (e transaction of business when
the messige was called for, but he wished to know whether
it would be proper to enter a motion upon the minutes to |

- wonaider the message, and have the motion for considerntion |

postponed until Lbe nexi session of Congress. In other
words, it was ¢vident thi the nere sending in of o mes- |
mage vetoing o bill did ot endeshe By the congtitntion |
Tooking to somefuture netion.  He desired to know whether,
it it was proper for Congress to raceive the measage and |
record it there could b anythiog improper in enteving |
with it o wotion to congider, and that that motion should |
be poatponed.

The SPEAKER sald at the time the message was re
ceived there maight bave been o quorum present, althouwgh
ihere waa not sabeequently, wheg the rending of the mes- |
eige was asked for, Tt was for this jeason e bad ordered |
it reception to be rerorded h

He decided that he joinl resclution for the adjonrument |
of the present session of Congress probibited ooy fuvther |
aetion,

After some debate us to whether the fact that there was |
noquornm was aseer tained before the mussage wos received, |

Mr. RICHARDSON guid : 1 om only desirons to sy that
I differ from the Pregident oo the subdect of the river and
barbor  hill, mud st the n[spruprisl.'.- time | want 1o
stale my rensons why 1 differ. It is due to myself |
due to him, and dueto the House, that | should siate pow
that there can be no reason why, in this countey, appropria-
tions shauld be made for the Aantle wnd Paciiie seaboard
that dies not apply 1o the interior berbors, 1 (Lo palicy
whieh {amhi» e e dpeovement of the seaboard {5
rhighit, thut which prosides for the improvenent of the ine-
Sertor i wlse wight <11 oue polley ds wrong, 5o ia the other.
I e v o live opprupeiations: fer Improventents upan
the Atlantic and Pacific conats, there is no reason why we
should not have thewm in the interior: and a Huvern-
went which does the furmer and not the bitter does injuie-

Hee tons. 1L is wrong, und on that point we aepurate.

Mr, CAMPRELL had no intontion lu indulge tn any re-
marks upon the President's moseago to-day, He morely
rage for th parpose of sneing that he strack Lands with
the gentlemins from Lilois [ Mr. i manpson ] in the  prop-
osition be had latd down, e (Me ) had never ot bion
able to diseover, by suviliog be haid ever read in the con-
stitetion, why Congiess shonld take the money whicl he-
longed 0 the whole community, sl nse it for the improves
ment of the seabonrd, and trest with utter negloct those vast
arteries of commerce in the faterior.  Whensvor the time
coties, when leaving the riglits uf the peaplt of the great in-
tetior, and wuataining the vower of the Exeontive ad the
sealmnnd, whall be made o test, Lo woald be found stands |
ing up for the former aghinst all pacty inflnences. i
O M PRATT desired to know i there wid any wuestion |
befire the Howae ? i

The SPEAKER sald thete 15 wo question hofore tlu-'J
Hotige, y

Mr, CAMPBELL said bt revanchos bad bean elivitad by |
what had fallen feom the genileman from 1lineis

Me HITBBARD vosn 10 moke o remark,

The SPEAKEIL  1s it the pleasure of the Hause to hear
Vb gentlemen 7 The Chaly cannot allow debate at all pxe
“ept by unanimons consent,

Mr. CAMPBELL. 1 move that the Mouse do new ade |
Jatirn,

Me, HIBIBBARD appealed to the gentleman to withdraw
the motion, |

Me CAMPBRELL. 1 will bo vory happy to hear the gon- |
! Trom New Hawpshire or any other gentloman, hut

Werely dealre, before taldog iy seat, 1o give the reason
fF tiry Pematks. T4 14 this: Thers §8 now more thiun vne-
hlf of tie popiztaiion of this wreat nation th the Missisaip- |
i valley, nmil ag o motter af oourse gno-half of tho popi-
Intion ave the benefits of elther Intornal or external ecome |
merce, nnd of monsives fur thelr copmon defeius snd fene |
ordl welfivee. Wa have hd fiftesn vears, aed not one sii- |
r’h' bill fur the tmprovement of the groal riveds and har- |

'ars of that Immense vallov has bson paased |

| agadnst this exercise of the executive power.
| o D from w gentleman so fuir-orinded g8 his friend from

| tonal feeting.
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The peaple of that valley come up here by thelr repre-|
sentalives, without @lstinction of party, aod they wrge|
their claims. They find that the verv wensure that hos |
beon carried by the friends of the Executive in both
branches of the leglslature, composed as both houses are
of p depoeratie magority of two to one, i stricken down |
by the power of one wan, who clitines that the great prin- |
ciple of Wis sdmioistration 5 that which mecognises “pop- |
ulir goversignty

I will come here at the next session of Congress ready
Lo atrike bonds with the gentleman feom [linois, or auy |
other wan who will nl.l|||la-lrl tiese interior foterests, witls |

A : |
out regard to party, wd who will proteet populer rights |

Me, HUMEARTD was understood to say that be was sorry
Ohio [Mr, Qasrpreee] remarks so ealeulated to ereate gec-
He did sot think the gentlomnn meant it
and hoped it wonld not hwve such an effect. He waasure |
Uity in striking hands with the gentieman from Hlinols ia
u political combination, he would not produce a division
ol the demoerstic party.

Mr, PRATT aguin moved to adjourn ; bot the Hoose re-
fused to sdjonin.

Mr, SMITH, of Alabnma, nsked unanimgus consent to
his pri:ltinf. us il delivered to-day, o speceh he hnd e

on Mr, Macey's letter on the Martin Koesstn  case.
ere bl no uhrirtion, leave was given,

Mr. BARKSDALE was aware that there were parties
joining  together in the countey who had glaimed to
e whigs, free-soilers, und abolitionists, and  had not been

ticularly astonished at those combinations or fuglons,
it e must confess that be wus somoewhat astonished at
the  fualon they had geen in the Houvse this morning.
He thought the comntry also would  be somewhat os-
tonished.

The gentleman from Olio [Mr. Casreige] and the gen-
tetun from [Hinois | Mr. Ricwanugos] bave steuck hands
in the Ametican Congress | | congratulate my friend from
Iingis ou the company be has placed  himself in this
worning, He bag fought o gallent and glovious battle
this session nygeinst the gl:ulgﬂuu.n from Ohio and his
fricnds, and the victory is gained, e now surrenders his
arng, und shulkes hands with the gentleman from Chio.
Now, however worthy my friend from Ohie may be per-
sonnlly, that gentleman will not have me to co-operate with
hiwm against the domoeratic party. 1 take it that o demo-
crat in Mississippi could be & democrat in [linods ; and if
I were to go to my democratie constituents in Mississippi
andl well them that L shook hands with the geatleman from
Ohio, [Mr: Campeoree,] Iahonld have no very cordinl re-
veption. 1t is different with the gentleman from Iingis,
[Mr, Rienanosox, | but it wonld wot be vight with me.

Mr. STRAUB abtained unnnimous consent of the House
to print some remarks on the veteran soldiers of 1812,

. RICHARDSOX, My friend from Mississippl [Mr.
Bangeoark] congratulates me that 1 find myself in cow-
pany with the pentletsan from Ohio. 1 have stood ag |
still stand on this question, and I fear not the conse.
quences, 1 have my opinions on every subject, and | have
them without regard to anybody clse. 1 repent, 1 do
uot care what the President may think upon this sobe
ject, upon that subject, or upon any other subject; that
policy or that government that allows appropristions for
the seaboard, aud eleims it as constitutional, nod then denics
appropriationg to the iuterior, is wrong, and unjust, and |
condemn it, The position [ sssume | aesume for myselt
here, elsewhere, nnd everywhere.

When you come to strike down appropriations fur every-
thing of this kind—to atrike down approprintions for Now
Yurk, for Philadelphia, for Baltimore, for New Orleans, and
fur all other places ; for Hght-houses, for buoys, for custom-
houses, const surveys, and all' these ﬂnings-—-iiu-u, gentle
wen, 1 will go with you ; but when you conm to gay that
you ure for these things, and agalost those things that
are equally for the benufit of the country, | say it is unjust
and wrong, Awd when you cloim the right uoder the
constitntion to mnke appropriations fin' the seabward, and
dény them 1o the interior, I do not eare who stands with
me, or if 1 stand alone in my opposition. 11 s ot it is
right, nnd | will dtand by it

Mr, BARKSDALE wished o nsk the genlleman from
linets what purposes he eegarids 1y national, and what he

arids us lovul.

Me, RICHARDSON, 1 will el ihe geatiotabn iy
finiul; abont thiy thing, I think General Jackson was
wout aa good o wsn upon this sulject as auybody dse

M, FLORENOE.  Pretty good authority onr way.

Ar. RICHARDSON.  When I go home nnd tell wmy peo-
ple that 1 atand on the ‘H'il}'.'i[lh.‘ﬂ Wil down by Gen. Jack-
som, they will not condemn me, even it it should appesy
that the gegtleman from Olie [ Mr, Casensin] iz standing
by we [ wight ask, gir, and 1 ask triumphantly, it the
great Mississippd ri running through some ten States, is
oot o nationnd river? If the hoprovement of that river
be not o natfouad work, | do not Know what s o national
WOTK,

Mr, CAMPRELL wae sgein about 1o address the House,
when

Mr, BUGH, vising  to o privileged guestion, moved that
the Honse adjourn.

The House refused to adjonro— uyes 11, noes 17,

Mr, RICHARDSON nsked permission to make a few fur- |
ther rewsrks 5 bat abjection being made, he oltnined por- |
misgion Lo print his remario,

Mr, FLORENCE aghed lesve to make a personal expli- |
mation i relatjon to the President’s message :  objected o,

At 2 o'eloek the House adjenened until hulf-past seven
o'clock, moam, on Monday next.

1]
a

Purthe Tiion,
FUGITIVESLAVE LAW AND WRIT OF HABEAR
CORPUS IN WISCONSIN.
Muwavkme, (Wis,) July 20, 1854,

M Eprron : Since the eseape of Glover, a fugitive slave,
who was rescued bere by a mob of abolitionists headed hy
ane &, M. Booth, every opportunity bas been seized vpon by
the abolition jouroals to exaggerate amd falsify the fiwel,
Booth himeelf is the publisher of u vile sheet from whence
originate all the fabrications which have found an exten.
sive cirenlation through the columns of the New Yook Tri-
bune and other papers of that stamp.  Perbaps it may be
well Lo submit a plain statement of facts, which will enali's
thie pablic to detepmine whether Wigconsin ig gtill in the
Union or pot, Ooe might suppose, from the tone of the
Pribiune, that Wiscansin bad nullified the constitution of the
United States, nnd was about to socede,  Bat the sequel wil)
show that cor State Judges, alter belng launeched upon an
unknown ses, without ridder or compass, io spite of treach*
erous winds and angry storme, have atb length mede the
very harhor ln safety from whenee thov
reputations slghty dawe. j .

A=
arpaited, with
thur supreme court consisi

Of thede justices.  Before auy indictment had been fonnd |
agiingt Dooth, and while he waz under recognizaner. |

an arropgement was made by which e whi 1o be gor-
rendered, Ly akk, and cecommitted by the com-
missioner, for the purpose of teating the legality of the |
commitment and the congtitutionality of the fopitive-
glave act, before Abenm D Sindth, one of waid  jou- |
tices, upon a Aabear corpus, which e allowed and fssued |
for that purpose.  He discharged Pooth from his imprison-
mont, nod gave a leagthy opinion, in which Lo waintain-

wd that the méttdans was informal and vold, aod that (he
Aot of 1950 was unconstitational ; becanse, 1t it gives jo- |
rigdietion to commiszionsrs; 2d, it does not provide o thal |
by jury fur the fugitive slave; and, Bd, that Congress has |
ne power under the constitution 1o legislate upon the snb-

deet, Thia declston was taken to the pupreme court on e

tiorars, sud affirmed.  Jodge Santh adbeored 1o his former

opigion. Judge Whiton coneurved with him, exvept as to

the last pednt, while Judge Crawlord dissented, and gaye |
an opiaien in fuver of the copstitutionality of the act, In |
the wean time o term of the United States conrt was held,

and Booth was indicted,  Te wis arrestod upon o warrant

i ot of thaet eonrt, mnd, in defanlt of giving bail, was

eommitterd to the ecommon jail.  His counsel at anee ap- |
1.1{43.! to the supreme cotrt—which was wtill in session—for |
w it of Mobeas corpur to reliove Wim fram bis imprizon- |
ment,  The weit wies eefused, by the vuseimons opinion of |
the cotrt, on the ground that the prisoner was held wnder
the exclusive jarisdiction of tha I'ui_hl'l Hhntes court, anid
that the Smte eourt could not interfere for want of foeis. |
dictlon,  Thns, at Inet, the eourt recognises i sound prin- |

iz

| ciple of law, which, i firmly adbered to, will proveat son-

flict and promoto the peace” and tranquillity of the Unjen,
T i the conrt b2 sustained by all the papors of our State, |

| exeept the abolitian papers. whose designs have been whal-|

Iy detoated by it :

In vlew of what hos teanspired, we athach great jm-
portanee to this lagt decision.  IF it simply resdered 1he
other inoenons, it wonld then be a gmt_lrfumph over fiu
antictom Bt it goes farther, anil recogiises the exelusive
Jurindiction ul the United Stites in enses arising under the
Laws aml constitution of the Unlon, which, of gonrse, von-
ders their former decision “ur} ety Suiuacintion, nnid
woteets The aatoors of the' United  States feom farther mo-
i"smlmn or interforence i the fature, The court is now
denownenml by those who but pesterdny nd elovited its
wmembers far above Mausfield, 11611, Marshal, nad Story

ot A Daniel, still say Uy 0 evcond Daniol!
I thank thee, Jew, for teaching me that word "
WISCONSIN |

| ple of the Territories wost exist somewhere, otherwise their
| porsons nnd property are eotirely uoprotectsd,

e | - / > 3
A. 0. P. NICHOLSON, #
FUITON AND FROFLIETON.
._;S-Rh‘lﬂ:
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“ LIBERTY, THE UNION, AND

For the Unon

REPEAL OF THE MISSOURI COMPROMISE,

There appears to Be an organized effort to abuse and |
prejuddios the public mind ‘n reference to the prssage of

the Nebroska-Kansas bill, which hos lately received ihe
officinl sunction of the President of the United States
What the objeet to be atinined by this systematic attack
upon the bill and its advoeates and supporters s, may be |
a question upon which there is o difference of opiniou, and |
betore 1 finish what 1 propose to uay upon the whole subject
you will doubitless learn what iz the opioion of at least
one of s frimuls.

The Missouri Compromise (for so it ia called ) is repesled,
and we nre told that It was an act uoealled for by any
American eitizen 1 that it was & violation of pablio faith , |
that it was the repeal of o solemn compact, a8 sacred as '
the constitntion. &e., &¢  In the first place, 1 wish to have |
it distinctly understood, that | do not appear ag an apol-
ogist Tor the sytem of Amerioan glavery ; that [ was born
and bred nt the North, and wll wy early impressions, edu-
cution, and sympathy tended to make wme wn opposer of
the aystem, and to lead me 1o doall fn my power to ame-
liorate the condition of the glave.

T wishi it also upderstood that [ Lold bl the South
has equol rights with the North under the constlation,
ntid that we at the North have no more right (o interfere
with the interoal saffairs of the southern Stales than they
have 1o control our wanicipal regulations ; that we at the
North wre not responsible for the existence of slavery in the
United States, nor ean we remedy it i we would,

doshall ettempt to whow that the 8th section of the set
of Congress, approved Mareh 6, 1820—commonly  ealled
the Missouri Compromise, and which bas guite lutely be-
cotne 8o iacved in the eyes of some politicians—was passed
in violation of the constitution, and comtrary 1o the ex-
press stipulations of the treaty by which the territory
affected  thereby was acquired.  Although some are dis-
posed to sneer ut the idea that Congress have no power to
regulute the internal affaivs of o Territory any more than
n State, still; that is not a sufficient argument to convinee
me that they have; neither is the fact that Congress have
legislated for the people of the Territories, without objee-
tiony conelugive inmy mind. 1 look to the insteument
itself, which is elear nnd anequivoeal, and oeeds no seeond-
ary evidenes or doubtful inferences to explain it

The second subdivision of the third section ol the fourth
urticle of the constitution is the clause under which the
power 15 claimed to legislate for the people of a Terri-
tory, and i3 ns follows . “The Congress shall have power
tu dispose of, and wake all veedful rules and regulations
respecting, the tercitory or other property belonging to the
United States” e,

Now, we hold that all the power conferred on Congress
by this claase of the constitution (asd it is elear and un-
equivocal) is to difpose of the territory or land, (for ter-
ritpry, in this place, mans nothing more than a tract of
lund—see Webster's Digtionary,) aud to make all newdful
ritles und rogulutions respecting the land owned by the
geueral povernment—as vegards surveying, bringing it
into. mnrket, k¢, Congresa shall have power to dispose
of what—the peaple who inhabit the Territories? No one
will argae It Aod make wll needful rules and regulations
reapeeting what—the people and “other property ¥ e
possible!

It weay be well in this connexion to observe, that this
clauge of the constitution is not in the article which dole-
gates all the fegistotive power confeered on Congrress by
that instrument.

We nre told by o distinguished member of Congress, who
bonsts of his thirty vears view, as n grave senntor, of the
working of thi= government, that the Torritorics are thy
minor childeen of the Stites, and that the States oo bostnid
th exerglae the paardianship over them,  This i earrving
the docteine further than the Boglish  povermment ever at-
tempted o with ber North American eolonies,  She ouly
cliimed the Fight to exercise the guardianship, never for n
wmorment instating that ghe wis bound to do so. Is 1t troe
thitt American citizens are suverned by an oligarchy, whost
power over thom 1 wlsolute and volimited, and which i
in no wise geconntible (0 them for the menner in which
that power 4 exerelaed?  Had the framers of the constiti-
ton intended to baye copferred on Congress this absolute
power to legislate for the Territories, how ensy o matter i1
wonkd have been for them to hpve made use of plain and
unmistakable langunge for that purpose, ug in the cage of
the fedepal Distriet, &e. Article 1, section 8, subdivigion
16 of the congtitutbon says; “To exorcise erelieiie Tespintia-
tisn, in all cases whatsvever, over such [Mstriel, & @ »
and to exercise the like autho over ull places purchased
for the erection of forts, nognzines, arsennls, dock-yurds,
and other needful buildings,” Ndw‘ there is no mistaking
this langunge: and, fupthermore, it appoars to be in that
article which slone confers legislutive powers.  How ensy
it would have Been for the framers of the constitution, il they
lad futended to have given the aothority claimed by son
inder e elause fval relerred o, to have fnserted in this
eightl section the following : and to exercide the like ao-
thority over all territory now ow ned or which ay b
heventter pegquived.  This would have been sufficient 1o
have conforved the power in such terms that there could be
no gquestion sbout it.  Bub they did not insert it, from the
viery finet that they never intended to grant any such power,
If this elouse means what s claimed for it, what the peces-
sity of the other? For certainly, aftev saying that Con-
gress shall have the power of exelusive leglstation for the
Territories and other property belonging to the United
States, there could be so pecessity of enwmerating in
aotlier clavse whot was included fn this, The federal is-
trict s tereitory of the United Btates, nod the * forts, mne.
nxines, arsennly, dock-yards, and ollier nes?®, hui]ding;“
fre © other property,”

g

Butdb i 4 eoed that the power (o make laws for the peo-

i andwer,
teodoes exdet. It ressing just whore tive conatitution fonnd
it—that i3, in the Lands of the people.  To prevent miseon-
retion, aud the sbuse of the powers conferred by the
constitution, forther decartory and  restrictive clusses
were added, o the proposltion ot the first Congress, atmong
which i the following

“AnTons 10, The powers not delegated (G the United
Sindes h‘r the constitntion, nor probibited by it 10 the
Hrutes, nre resorved 1o the Swtes respoetively ov fo the poo-
ple.

Where in thoe constitution, let we ask, is the power dele-
ganted to legizlate for the people of the Territories, and es-
pecially where ia itin the first article, which containg wil
the legistative powers delegated to Congress by that in-
sirment 7 1 the power connot bo foand in the constitu-
tion, then it s necessirily vegorved “to the psople.”

Phas much for the doeteing which sn honormble membee
of Congeress calls o monstrosity

Was it o monstrosity for onr forefathers to claim some
vights, and to rebel agninst the mother country because
they wore withheld 7 Bt snys the hogorable gentleman,
Uheretofore they (the Territories) have been beld to be
wards of Congress, and eatithod to nothing wnder the constitie-
Gan but that which Congress eetended o them”  What ty-
rant ever olaimed wore of his oppressed vietims?  You
wew iy wards, and bave nething 1o say about what con-
eerns you, or you are entitled vo nothing but what | sm
pleased o vouchsafe (o you.  Which, | nek, !5 the mon-
strosity—the doctvine of thesoversigaty of the peojle, or
the doetrine of the sbsolutism of Congress?  Which is
most in keeping with our freo institutions wnd  the demoy
kratio principle, about which the honorable gentleman
abuve referred to harps so much

1 liave gaid that the Missourl Compromiae was tnconsti-
tuthonal, in that it violated tho express stipulations of the
treaty by which the Lonistana territory was noquired

Clint toeaty stignalated 1o secars th the nhabitatts of the
eoded territories nbl the rights, preedages, and fmminition ol
e orlgingd cltizens of the United Srates; and for their
admission conformably to thal principle into the Union,
Lowsiang was purchased ax n conntry in which elavery
wan the established low of the land | wed a8 Congress bhad
wholigh ar prokibit slavery in the originnl

#o prower 1o

Statey of the Union, it was cqually destitute of the power

THE

CONSTITUTION.”

which slavery existed nt the time of the acquisition,

Now, what is this Missouri Compromise?

“8wa 8. And be it Further emacted, That in all the terri-
ey ceded by Fraoce to the United Staves which lies north
of thirtg-six degrees and thirty minutes north latiude, not |
includod within the limits of the State contemplated by
this uct; elavery und involuntary servitude, otherwise than
in the runhhme_nt of erimes, whereol the parties shall huve
;»elc:pméllly convicked, shall be, and is hereby, forever pro-
bt .

Under the treaty what right bad Congress, ndmitting its
exclusive und sbsolute right to legislate for the Perritories
greoerally, to probibit the exercise of this peivilege, vight, |
or imanity, if you please, which wus possessed by the
origival eitivens of the United Stated, and which wos guar- |
wntiod the Territory by the said treaty * |

Jubn Quincy Adnns s refirred to as havisg given an |
opivise; while in the cabinet of President Mouros, in favor |
of the constitutionality of this Inw,  But let me refer you
to his speech mude afterwards, when o member of Cous
grees, on the admission of the State of Arkaneas Into
the Unjon.  He says: “1 capnot, consistently with my
sense of wy obligations as a citizen of the United States,
aud bound by my cath to suppert their constibution—1 cannot
object to the sdmission of Arkunsas fnto the Unlon as a
dlave State,

L a - L] - -

“8he is entitled to nilmission as a slave State—as Louisi-
ann ik Misslissippl, and Alabnma sud Missouri, have been
admitted into the Union—by virtus of that wrticle in the
treaty which secures to the inhabitants of the ceded Terri- |
tories all the rights, privileges, and Immunities of the
origingl citizens of the United States, mud stipulutes for
thelr adwmission, conformably to that prineiple, into the
Union, Louisisnn was purchased ns a country wherein
slavery was the established law of the land,  As Congress
have not the power, in time of peace, to abolish glavery in
the originul States of the Union, they are equally destitute
of the power in those purts of the territory ceded by France
to the United States by the name of Loulslana, where
slavery existed nt the time of the aequisition, Sluvery ig
in this Union, the subject of internal legislation in the Stutes,
and in pesce is cognizable. by Congress only, us it is tacit-
1y tolernted and protected, where it exista, by the constitu-
tion of the United States, and an it mivgles In their inter-
eourse with other nations. Arkansas, therefore, comes,
and hus the right to cyme, into the Union, with ber slaves
und her slave laws, Jt i written in the bond; and however |
muy Jnment that it ever wus so written, | must faithfully
perform its obligations. 1 am content to receive lier s one
of the slaveholding States of this Duion,”  Such is the lan-
guage of Johu Quiney Adums, whose disciples many of (he
opponents of the repeal of the Missouri Comprowmise profess
to be,  All the rensoning in repard to Arkonsas is equally
good and applicable in the case of the Territories affected
by the Missouri Compromize.

But, gays one, slavery did not exist in that Territory, |
unswer, it was o portion of the Louisiann Terrltory, awl
the siuve laws of that Territory extended aver the whole
of it Ttexisted legaliy, if not fn fiuct, and was in the same
condition us Arkansas and most of Missouri. For provl
that this sume Territory was slave territory prior 1o the
pussapge of the Missouri Compromise, 1 refir to what Mr.
Benton says, spoaking of the extension of the houndary of
the State of Missouriin 1830, e says that it wag ¥ pe-
complished by the extrnordinary process of altering n com-
promise line intended Lo be perpetus), wnd the reconversion of
aoul which foed been alave, and made free, back aguin from free
to aleve’  (Ses Benton's View, vol: 1, page 627.)

If the prounds 1 have taken are tenable, then, 1 ask,
should not the low be repealed 7 Should not the repeal of
oy law which s nrconstitutional be oalled fue by evers
American citizen, out of respeet to the constitution itselr, i
for no other rengon?  Should we allow a law which i ad-
mitted 1o be iy plain and direct violation of that instru-
ment o remain upon the statute-book, in contempt of {e
supreme Inw of the land, and leading to contention, strifi
and collisicn between the different branches of our govern
ment?

Itz nseerted that the Missouri Compromise was a sol-
emn gompact, a8 sacred as the constitution iself, il
therefore, that it was a vielation of pabiic faith to repaal
it. Tshall nttewpt 1o show that this assertion is utterly
fulsey anid the conclusion bused on it necessarily without
foundation. A compact is 0 contract or sgreement be-
tween parties, and is the term generally applied to the
agrecments between States and natlons, sz treaties and
vonfideracies, y

There mugt, wecessarily, be more than one party to o

contract, ns there ean be no contrnet without correlutive
parties. Ao individual, Stete, or nation cannot enter into
an sgreement alone, but must wet in conjunctivn with
another distioet party.  The several States of this Union
entered into o compact (the constitution) as several is-
tinet parties ; and by the terms of that compact they, for
certain purposes, became merged in one body-corporate, 1n-
capublo of actiug independently, or, in fuct, at all, except-
ing through the mediyms thereliy established. This agree-
wentoxpressly probibite any State from eaterlug mto any
compact with another or with foreign powers, Now, it is
alleged that this aet of 1820 148 compuct between the
Nortlh awl Houth—a compromize by which each yield-
el dervin vights for the purpose of securlng others. The
North has no power nuder thw constitution to enter into a
compact with the Suuth, or the South with the Novth.
upon wny subjeel, any mare than suy State or niwher of
States of the Union have to enter ing a tompuet, treaty,
o confederncy with o foreign power. It mattors got whst
the subject of the compaet, or that sl (e States, Loing
equally divided, enter fnto the agreement,  They have al-
ready cuteéred intg o compact, which they are not at liberty
to vielwe, whereby they have yielded that vight. The con-
slitution is explivit, sl covers every innginable case, See
tion 10, article 1, says : “No State shall enter into any
treaty, allinnes, or confederation”  This clanse it not con-
fined fo o forcign power, tmt entively prohibits soy Stte
or numbier of States from entering into 4 compact of any
kind with any other State o Siates, a5 well ns with for-
cign powers,  Kat suppose thal the States had this power
under the constitution, is it true that they have exorcised
it in this partiealar instancs 7 T4 0t true that the North
and South—aor, in other words, that the non-slaveholding
States and the slaveholding States—ever did aler iule a
cotmpact, i clause of which prohiblied slavery in the pres-
ent Tertitories of Nebragka and Kansas? When, 1 ask
did the South ever bagome o party to this Missourl Com-
promise T Bxamine the record, snd tell me when it was
Was it on the pubsage of the act ¥ We are told by hou-
ommble members of Congress that the Soyth fogced it upon
ua. Anaddreess, purporting to have beea sigued by the senn-
tors and o msjority of the ropresentatives from Chio, says
Ol 1820 the slap States gald to the freo Stites, ‘Adwmit Mis-
sourd with slavery, apd refrain from positive exclusi

in the ferritory ceded by France to the United Btates in  the North and two from the South. OF the eighty-two

negative voles, which did not force the Compromise upon
wny one, seventv-three were cast by zouthern wen, and
uipe from the North. Now, is it true thet this Missouri
Compromise s a solenin oompact between the North and
the Houth, that these two voles wyainst seventy-three
bound the South as & party to it? Impossible! And
could the North muke o compromise, s compaet as sacred
and i binding as the constitution iself, and compel the
Sonuth to sign ity nolens volens; and dlthough there were
wuly two southern ropresentatives willing to aceept it?
And then, in the face and eyes of this vote, is it not the
height of impudence to charge them with foreing it upon
the North ?—after the North had succeeded fn foreing on
the South—{or the vote shows it—this “irrapealabls’ act,
which wus 50 sacred that it could not be touched without
sucrilege; (aud this prohibitory clause is not all of this aet,
s will be seen by referving to its title, which is as follows :
“AD aet to nuthorize the people of the Missouri Territory
to form u constitution and State government, und for the
admission of such State into the Union on an equal footing
with the original States, and to prohibit slavery in certain
Territories.”) In oue short year after the adoption of this
sacred Compromige, the only party who had d to

s N
ilr TO OUR SUBSCRIBERS.

Tle umne of Do pavaun Wikl be cuisioy upe vus 0ds, Wiles Lo
paymait of the subscripive be made in advance.

Distant subseribers may forwand us money by letur, the postage of
wihich will be pald by us, sid all risk assumed by ourselves in 1m « (e
trinsmission.
| The COUNTRY PAPER bs published (ri-weskly during the ses-

moms of Congress, and semi-weakly during the reeess.

Hubseriptions fur o period less than a yeor will be recoived
terme proportioned 1o the above annual rates.
| (G-PISTMABTERS are authorized W uot wi our agents | aud, by
| sonding us pive DAILY subseribars, with S0 fosed § or riva
| BEMI-WEEKLY subscribiers, with §95 vuclosed, will be cutitied 10
anm

of them, freedom is the guiner and elavery the loser.
Says be, “Tsee unothing which slaveholders are to gain
under this bill—nothing but au uoegual and vexatious con-
test, in which they are to be the losers”

The priuciple estublshed by the Nebraska-Kansas 1l is,
that the demos krativ shall rule—that the people sball be
pormitted to establish their own municipal regulations; in
short, it i 1o allow the peaple to exercise their own rights
with respect to the prohibition or permission of slavery in
Nebraskn and Kansas or any other Territory,

Does this bill, which bas been o severely denounced,
give to the inhabitants of the Tercitories any power not
possessed by the people of the State of New York, or iy
he people of any State in the Union?

What reason is there that the people of the Tervitories
should bo deprived of the power 1o establish their own iu-
atitutions, possessed by the people of o State?  The prinei-
ple of this bill, earried out, removes from our national conn-
cilg this five-brand and bone of contention ; snd this, 1
apprehend, is the great secret of the opposition to the bill
by 1nuny,

The wgitation of the slavery question hag made  them
notarious, aod their sarmifest divintprvsted benevolence and

it repudinted it TUis uot true, as stated in the smt-Ne-
brnske protest above referred to, that “the freo States have
ever shnce left it undisturbed and unquestioned™” for when
Missouri had fovmed her State government und udopted
her constitution, suid asked for ndvission into the Union,
nccording to the terms of the first section of the compro-
mise act, which says: “And the said State, when formed,
shall be udmitted futo the Union on an egual footing with
the grigina States in ull repects whatsosver,” the North
closed the door against lier, as will be seen by the record
of the vote; taken in the House of Represuntatives, Febru-
nry 2, 1821, on the following resolution ;

U Reaoleed by the Senate and House {ves of
the United Staice of Ameriea in 3:Wmnm“;ﬁ£t
Missouri shall be admitted into this foot-

3 1 nion on an eqnal
iny with the original States in all what e,

philauthrapy have placed. them where they are; and when-
ever (his slavery agitation censes, wud there is no ware
work for one-iden fanatical nghtators, they will sink into
obgeurity and forgetfulness ; heues the stroggle to preservo
the mednd of their subsistence. 1t bs with them n, question
of lifo and death. Remove it from thelr reach, and you
remove the food from their mouths, And why should they
sec it-doue without w struggle? Let it remain, und by ap-
peals to the sympathios and passions of the people they
have s hobby upon which they cin ride into power.

The opposition to this bill smong (hy people hae, ina
great measure, been produced by the misstatonwent and sujp.
pression of fucts, both Ly the opy of the 0 in
goutg;ms and by political vewspapers published o the
Aorti.

Tlf- old whig party was eatirely broken down at the last

Who will dispute but that the prssage of this resolution
Wi necessary to carry out this go-called compromise, ee-
pecially ne it is in the very words of an importint
clause therein contained ? But how (he North stood by
this sacred compact of their own making, not yet a
year old; the record shows. The vote ‘on the above
resolution stood—yeas 87, nuys 615 nud, sceording to the
vole on the original wet, we might fuirly supposs that these
87 afirmative votes were cast by northern men, and the
pegative votes by southern men. But we find that the
northern vote stood-—yeas 18, nays 79, 1y this leaving the
sacred compact nnquestioned T Does this prove the trih
of the assertion mnde by Senstor Wade in lis speech
or Februury 6—" That no mun ut the North Lad offered b
deprive the South of thelr share of Uiy comzromiue?
Doeg it prove tho truth of the statement {y the resolutions
prssed by the legislature of this Stajent its last session—
*#That the nsseut of the froe letés was yielded to the ad-
mission of Missow! futo thé" Union with slavery ¥ 1t
daes, i the veto of vighteen representatives ugningt saven-
ty-nine was the voicn of the free States,

pr tinl election, and the old purty fsnwes having been
settled by the peopls sgainst them, it Deconies ry to
raise some other issue, upon whicl w huild up o party for
the sapport of political aspirants, wha would otherwise siyi
into obscurily; and these politicul aspirants, bavinz wade
themsglves odious in the eyes of u portion of Gur citizens,
attempt to establish a sectional jssue; and thersby hope to
unito the old whig party at the Sorth and disaffected
democrats with aholitipnism, ugrarianism, and every other
i that ever affticted the land, and thus secure the mscend..
enty, It would be well at this particuldr pariod for every
Anerican citizon to read and meditate upon the words of
Andrew Jackson, which vome up ns o voloe from the grave,
and to heed bl solemn warnings. He says: ¥ We beohold
systematic efforts pubilicly made. to sow the seeds of discord
between different parts of the United Htates, and to. place
party divisions directly upon geographical disinctions; to
excits the South nguinst the North, snd the North agninst the
South, and 1o force into the controversy the most delicats
and ‘exciting topics—toplea upon which it is impossible that
# large portion of the Unlon can ever speak without strong
| emotion. Appeals, 100, nre constantly made to sectional

Tt ig alleged that the slave States idered the
of the Compromise as n triumph. A fow such vigtories
would rain any one. 1f the Missouri Compromise was
binding on the Soutl, slavery thereby lost nu srea of more
than one million squace miles of Wreritoy, und 4id not walkn
ngiugle foot.

Missouri was entitled to adwission as o slave State not
by virtue of the uet of 1620, but, in the language of John
Quincy Adame, by virtoe of an article in the treuty by
whicli the territory was nequired,  Arkansas was entitled
to admission by virtue of the samo treaty.—{See Adame's
apeect on the admission of A rkatibag,) o

The North bud no right (o objeet w the admission of
cither on the ground that their organie law recognised
slavery. She hod no right to sk the surrender of cer-
tin rights wnd privileges guarantied by the treaty
us w condition of their admission; weither bad the
South the right or the power o sorveuder those privileges
and immunitivs.  They were not guarantied {o the South

, in order to influence the cléction of tho Chier
Mugistrate—ug if it were desired that he should favor a par-
ticular quartor of the country, instead of fulfilling tha duties
of his station with impartisl justice to all ; and the possible
digsolution of the Union bas at length become an. ordinary
nd familiar subject of diseussion.  Hna the warning voice of
Washington been forgotten? or have designs already been
formed to sever the Union? Let it not be supposed that I
inpute 10 all of those who bave taken an active part in theso
unwisé and unprofitable discussions o want of patriotisi
or of public virtue. The honorable gs of Stﬂg.pﬂdu
and focal attachments God a place in ihe bosomy of the
moyt enlightened und pure,

“But while such weu nre conscious of their own integrity
and honesty of purpose, they ought never to forget that the
citizens of other States are their political bretbren; and
that, however mistaken they way be in their views, tho
great body of them are cqually honest and upright with
hemselves.  Matusl sngpicions and repronches may in time

or the North, but were guarantied by the general govern-

ereate mutual bestility ; and ariful and designing men'wil]

ment to the inhabitants of the territory, and they al%ne | always be found who are ready to foment these fiital divis.

conld ¥ield them up.

I have said tual the North withln one yenr repudinted
this compromise.  The protest above referred to says that,
“hy the terms of this compromise, the frev States nssented
10 the admission of Missouri with her slaveliolding consti-
wtion.”  Admitit.  Does not the voto on the admisgion
of said State, taken within one Year after the passage of
said compromise, show that the North repudinted lIlu.l-.]mr-
tion of it?

Agnin; if the South bad the power to yield the privi-
leges and immunities secured to the péople of the Louie-
innn Territory by the trealy of aeguiaition, nod if she was
4 voluutary party to the compromise, aud did agree to do
it, (all of which {4 entirely disproved,) still, by sn undis-
puted rule of law, she wag not bound by lier agresment—
and whyt  Because it was made without sufficient consid-
vrution, and therefore was without binding foree) Sup
poso that A, in consideration that B wishes u right of way
Acrosk the premises of A, agrees 10 convey said right of way
to B who will pretend that the ngreamynt s binding upon
A So in this case ! supposo Dmt the Sonth had & right
to surrender the privileges guarantiod to the people of the
Tuerritory, and, in cuusideration that the North wished ber to
do it, shie did euter inte the agrsement : will the agreement
in s case be any more Binding than in the other? But
ya vne, there was u consideration—and that was the ad-
aiission of u dlave State fnto the Union. Tt has already
beed shown that the North had no vight to objoct o such
admission.  Furthermoreit was n right, not of the South
but of the people of Missouri, sud could not be made the
consideration for tho prohibition of rights and privileges
belonging 10 olbyrs uot & party to the transaction, It ap-
pears b me thak it must be perfectly clear—

Firat, That Congress has uwo powey under the constitu-
tions to Jegisiate in any case for the peopls of the Territo-
ries, wnd congequently had no power bo establlah, abolish,
or prohibil slavery theeein :

Sevondly. Thet Lad Congress the power to Tegislate fur
the peaple o the Territories penerally, sud to prohibil sla-
very in the Tevritories, it was deprived of that power in
the Louisinus purchase by the express stipulations of the
treaty of nequisition, whereby all the rights, privileges, and
immunitics, possessed by the original citizens of the United
Stales, wore gusrantied to the inhabitants of that Terri-
tory.

Thivdly, That no State o1 States of the Union have a
right to entet, as purties, into sieh an agreement s it is
claiwl the Missonri Compromise wag-—a “solemu tom-
pact,” " an dcrepealable law,"

+ Fourthiy, That the claiu wbat the South forced the Mis-

south of 10 deg. 30 win, and we will join you in perpetun,
probibition north of that Hoe' ™ Is this o true statemen
of the ease © Wa look forther, und fod an address, o
rather o protest, ngainst the Nebraska bill, purporting 1«
be isgued by the anti-Nebraska members of Congress, in
which they say . “As it was the slavebolding power thai
demanided the conctment of the Missouri Compromise, no it &
now the snme power that has demanded e abrogation” Ano
again: “by the termaof this compromise, 1he free Statesassom-
ed to the ndmission of Missosi with her slavebolding consti-
tution ; while the gwvebolding States, on their part, vield
ed tho (xeiusion of slavery inall the residue of the terri-
tory whici lay worth of 36 deg. 30 min, constituting th
present Territories of Koeussk and Nebmslka, The slave
holding States accepted the compromise ax a triumph, and
the tren States have ever since left it nodisturbed and nn-
questioned.”  We shall see how this comports with the
truth,

Ou the presago of this Missourt Compraraise this solemo
compact, which was foreod by dbe South upon the North—
this et T waich “the South ssid 1o the North, we wili
Join you in perpetund prokibition”—the vote in the popula
hranch of Congress, the House of Ropresentatives, stood
yeae 00 naps 82 OF theso 1 affirmative voles, which

passed the Missonrd Compromise, cighly-nine were from

souri Cy wpon the North, or that the South was
a party to ity or even consented thereto, or considered it as
a trivanph over the North, is. without foundation in fact,
and utterly disproved by the history of the transaction.

Fifthly. Thut the assurtion that thy North sssented to
the admission of Missourl, with ber slaveholding constitu-
ton, wnd thist no man st the North had offored to deprive
the Sauth of their shite under  this compromise, la equally
without foundation.

Oie maust be gurpeised, when looking over the speeches
of some of the most rabid upposers of the repeal of the
Misouri Compromise, mude o fow yoars since, upon the
sulject of compromises, and comparing them with their
receud speeches and wots, o sea the great “ change that has
come over the spirit of their dronma” ‘Then they denoutoed
sl compromises, this not exegpted, ua being wrong in
e very nature of things, and (he offsprings of corruption.
Now (hey bave fallun in love with compromises, especially
this, nnd claim that its repeal is n violation of plighted
tuithy that it is as sneved ns the constitution isself, &e., ke,

The question unturally arises, what js (he cxise of this | feet

change! Is it real, or ix theve some politieal o other
object to be attained ¥ e it beosuse froedom (s to losy nod
slavery to gain anything by the ropeal? I they beliove
ome of their own anti-Nebraka champions, (Me. Bonton, |
anid one whe s as well qualified 1o judge the matter o any

ions, nnd to inflame the natural jealousies of different sec~
tions of the country. The history of the werld is full of
such examples, and especially the history of republies.

“What have you to gain by division and dissension 7 ©

4Tt is impossible to Took on the consequences that would
inevitably follow the destruction of this govermment, and
not feel indignant when we hearcold caleulations abont the
valug of the Unton, and have so constantly before us o line
of condiet so well ealeulated to weaken its tiea.”

AN AMERICAN CITIZEN.

Warrox, N. Y., July 20th, 1854,

Fram the New Orloans Delta-
THE ARMY OF 'THE UNITED STATES.

The Spanish consuls pupier, which he calls ¥ B8 Compile-
dor Americane,” but which pught to be called the “New-
gate Cakodar and  Chrouiele of . Horrors," a8 it ia devoted
exclusively 1o the record of wmarders, street fights, and
steambont explosions, got up iu the most approved blood-
and-thunder utyle 1o geare all idens of freedom and repub-
licanism out of the heads of the Cubang, copies, with great

pparent eatisfuction, the st L ol our regular army
which appeared in the Delta s fow days ago,  This state-
ment makes our totul regnlar army, officors and all, 10,920,
which £ Compilador no donbl regards ug a very jliry
affufr. Well, itis; and in the very smalluess of that vegu-
lar army confsts our rewl milltury strength, It is the best
proof of our powur as u_matiou. It proclaims the faet
that, whilst it is only necessary to keep up an estab-
lishment of 10,320 to defend our frontiers, prevent our
forte from falling down, and our cannon from getting
rusty, the voal military power of tho nation congists in
n population from which a larger nnmber of cffective
fighting men can be drawn than from any other popula-
tion of the swme numerical force in the world.  Frances
army of 600,000 men i a mere corporal’s guard com-
pared with the militia forco of these States, each and all
of whow are equal in the field 1o the best regulars in Eu-
rope.  There is no part of the United States upon which it
would nut be perfectly practicable to theow one hundrod
thousund us good roldise as ever handled o gun in three
weeks' time!  These nee wen, too, who from boyhood up
have wielded the rifle, who nre seitveliant, necustomed 1o
fatigue, nnd are hardened to nll Kinds of exposure. They
are men, oo, who volunteer to fight, who fight from a sen-
timent of patviotism, n6t for pay or gpoils! That the Com-
pilador may form some ides of the fighting qualities of
these soldiers, we direet the atlention of its editor to their
conduct st New Orlenns, where there wete bt seven hun-
dred regulars in Juckson's enny; 1o Buena Vists, where
Geueral Taylor had not five hundred regulars; and to vo-
rioun other battles of the Mexican and late war, in which
glorions Yictories were ohtadued by this very militin force,
ot presaud into service, or enrolled under any compuleory
system, but who rushed forward, in numbers far more than
were nieeded or desired, to proceed fur, far from home, 1o
‘encounter all the trials and perils of campaigns in a foreign
land In defence of the fug of the republic. That is the true
army of the United States, which the Compilador may =t
down at three millions of effective men, any one of whom
is cqual 1o the best soldier in her Catholic Majesty's
army.

Crnnot the Compilador translute this into ite columns ns
an addondum to jte of the steength pf the regulor
army of the United Stites ?

A lettor from u person at the weeck of the stéamer Frank-
lin, below New York, says:

Pwd of the hands employed in diving tor the cargo
were attacked with -ﬁumu‘-om a man of berculean feane.
Whilst 1 was his me when douliled up and his

contrpcted by the cramp, were horeible. T both cuses
Captain J, (). Bowuae, the agent of the underwriters, gaire
the foliowing : 1 tablospoonful of salt, 1 teaspooninl of

cayenne pepper, half pint of hot water, The wen | ew
wits s bodns hio could be.  We put his logs in o gtrong
mustaed bath, gove him the above, and o two hows b
wan ey and wanted to go to work.




